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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office Action is in response to a request for continued examination under 37 CFR 
1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), which was filed in this application after 
final rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 
1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the 
previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's 
submission filed on 17 January 2006 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1,10 and 1 1 were amended. 

3. Claims 1-19 are pending in this Office Action. 



Response to Amendment 
4. Applicant's amendments and arguments with respect to claims 1-19 filed on 17 January 
2006 have been fully considered but they are deemed to be moot in view of the new grounds 
of rejection. 



Specification 

5. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1, 2, 4-11 and 13-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Croy et al. (U.S. 6,476,825) and in further view of Yamanaka et al. (U.S. 6,292,226). 

Croy teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a control device for 
controlling and monitoring an electronic device capable of reproducing video programming. 

8. With respect to claim 1, Croy teaches a method of controlling an information processing 
apparatus connected to a plurality of control devices over a network the method comprising: 

Selecting, at a given one of the plurality of control devices, a specific one of a plurality 
of controlled hardware portions of the information processing apparatus; and controlling the 
associated portion of the information processing apparatus based on the control request 
(Croy, col. 17, lines 32-47). 

Croy does not explicitly teach the use of multiple control devices or a correspondence 
table. 

However, Yamanaka teaches transmitting, from the given one of the plurality of control 
devices to the information processing apparatus over the network, an identification number 



Application/Control Number: 09/929,888 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2155 

corresponding to the selected one of the plurality of controlled hardware portions and 
identification information corresponding to the given one of the plurality of control devices 
(Yamanaka, col. 9, line 57 - col. 10, line 9); storing the identification number corresponding 
to the selected one of the plurality of controlled hardware portions and the identification 
information corresponding to the given one of the plurality of control devices in a control 
correspondence table of the information processing apparatus such that the identification 
number corresponding to the selected one of the plurality of controlled hardware portions is 
associated with the identification information corresponding to the given one of the plurality 
of control devices (Yamanaka, Fig. 6; col. 10, lines 20-36); repeating the selecting step, the 
transmitting step and the storing step to associate the identification information 
corresponding to a further one of the plurality of control devices with the identification 
number corresponding to a further one of the plurality of controlled hardware portions 
(Yamanaka, Fig. 3; col. 7, line 64 - col. 8, line 9); transmitting a control request from the 
given one of the plurality of control devices or from the further one of the plurality of control 
devices to the information processing apparatus over the network, the control request 
including the identification information corresponding to the transmitting control device; and 
referring to the control correspondence table to obtain the identification number 
corresponding to the controlled hardware portion of the information processing apparatus 
that is associated with the identification information corresponding to the transmitting control 
device (Yamanaka, Fig. 6; col, 10, lines 20-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Croy in view of Yamanaka in order to enable the use of multiple control 
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devices and a correspondence table. One would be motivated to do so in order to allow for 
different user interfaces for different users. 

9. With respect to claim 2, Croy teaches the invention described in claim 1, including the 
method where the given one of the plurality of control devices and the further one of the 
plurality of control devices each transmit to the information processing apparatus through an 
IEEE 1394 digital interface (Croy, col. 4, lines 38-47). 

10. With respect to claim 4, Croy teaches the invention described in claim 1, including the 
method where the associated portion of the information processing apparatus is operable to 
reproduce software information recorded on a digital versatile disc (Croy, col. 20, line 59 - 
col. 21, line 4). 

11. With respect to claim 5, Croy teaches the invention described in claim 1, including the 
method where the given one of the plurality of control devices and the further one of the 
plurality of control devices each transmit to the information processing apparatus through a 
wireless communication interface (Croy, col. 4, lines 32-34). 

12. With respect to claim 6, Croy teaches the invention described in claim 5, including the 
method where wireless communication is carried out using the Bluetooth communication 
standard (Croy, col. 26, lines 37-42). 
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13. With respect to claim 7, Croy teaches the invention described in claim 5, including the 
method where wireless communication is carried out over infra-red wavelength (Croy, col. 4, 
lines 32-34). 

14. With respect to claim 8, Croy teaches the invention described in claim 1, including the 
method where the associated portion of the information processing apparatus is operable to 
reproduce audio visual information recorded on a hard disc (Croy, col. 20, line 59 - col. 21, 
line 4). 

15. With respect to claim 9, Croy teaches the invention described in claim 1, including the 
method where at least one of the given control device and the further control device is a 
digital television receiver (Croy, col. 21, lines 7-10). 



16. Claims 3 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Croy in 
view of Yamanaka and in further view of Humpleman et al. (U.S. 6,466,971). 

Croy teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a control device for 
controlling and monitoring an electronic device capable of reproducing video programming. 
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17. With respect to claim 3, Croy teaches the invention described in claim 1, a method of 
controlling an information processing apparatus connected to a plurality of control devices 
over a network the method comprising: 

Selecting, at a given one of the plurality of control devices, a specific one of a plurality 
of controlled hardware portions of the information processing apparatus; and controlling the 
associated portion of the information processing apparatus based on the control request 
(Croy, col. 17, lines 32-47). 

Croy does not explicitly teach the use of multiple control devices or a correspondence 
table. 

However, Yamanaka teaches transmitting, from the given one of the plurality of control 
devices to the information processing apparatus over the network, an identification number 
corresponding to the selected one of the plurality of controlled hardware portions and 
identification information corresponding to the given one of the plurality of control devices 
(Yamanaka, col. 9, line 57 - col. 10, line 9); storing the identification number corresponding 
to the selected one of the plurality of controlled hardware portions and the identification 
information corresponding to the given one of the plurality of control devices in a control 
correspondence table of the information processing apparatus such that the identification 
number corresponding to the selected one of the plurality of controlled hardware portions is 
associated with the identification information corresponding to the given one of the plurality 
of control devices (Yamanaka, Fig. 6; col. 10, lines 20-36); repeating the selecting step, the 
transmitting step and the storing step to associate the identification information 
corresponding to a further one of the plurality of control devices with the identification 



Application/Control Number: 09/929,888 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2155 

number corresponding to a further one of the plurality of controlled hardware portions 
(Yamanaka, Fig. 3; col. 7, line 64 - col. 8, line 9); transmitting a control request from the 
given one of the plurality of control devices or from the further one of the plurality of control 
devices to the information processing apparatus over the network, the control request 
including the identification information corresponding to the transmitting control device; and 
referring to the control correspondence table to obtain the identification number 
corresponding to the controlled hardware portion of the information processing apparatus 
that is associated with the identification information corresponding to the transmitting control 
device (Yamanaka, Fig. 6; col. 10, lines 20-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Croy in view of Yamanaka in order to enable the use of multiple control 
devices and a correspondence table. One would be motivated to do so in order to allow for 
different user interfaces for different users. 

The combination of Croy and Yamanaka does explicitly teach the use of an AV/C Panel 
Subunit Model and Command Set. 

However, Humpleman teaches the method where the selecting step includes sending a 
first pass-through command to the information processing apparatus from the given one of 
the plurality of control devices or from the further one of the plurality of control devices, and 
the controlling step includes sending a second pass-through command to the information 
processing apparatus from the given one of the plurality of control devices or from the 
further one of the plurality of control devices, the first and second pass-through commands 
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being respectively chosen from an AV/C Panel Subunit Model and Command Set 
(Humpleman, col. 1 1, lines 42-48). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the combination of Croy and Yamanaka in view of Humpleman in order 
to enable the use of an AV/C Panel Subunit Model and Command Set. One would be 
motivated to do so in order to allow for the use of a standardized command set. 

18. With respect to claim 12, Croy teaches the invention described in claim 1, including a 
method of controlling an information processing apparatus connected to a plurality of control 
devices over a network the method comprising: 

Selecting, at a given one of the plurality of control devices, a specific one of a plurality 
of controlled hardware portions of the information processing apparatus; and controlling the 
associated portion of the information processing apparatus based on the control request 
(Croy, col. 17, lines 32-47). 

Croy does not explicitly teach the use of multiple control devices or a correspondence 
table. 

However, Yamanaka teaches transmitting, from the given one of the plurality of control 
devices to the information processing apparatus over the network, an identification number 
corresponding to the selected one of the plurality of controlled hardware portions and 
identification information corresponding to the given one of the plurality of control devices 
(Yamanaka, col. 9, line 57 - col 10, line 9); storing the identification number corresponding 
to the selected one of the plurality of controlled hardware portions and the identification 
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information corresponding to the given one of the plurality of control devices in a control 
correspondence table of the information processing apparatus such that the identification 
number corresponding to the selected one of the plurality of controlled hardware portions is 
associated with the identification information corresponding to the given one of the plurality 
of control devices (Yamanaka, Fig. 6; col. 10, lines 20-36); repeating the selecting step, the 
transmitting step and the storing step to associate the identification information 
corresponding to a further one of the plurality of control devices with the identification 
number corresponding to a further one of the plurality of controlled hardware portions 
(Yamanaka, Fig. 3; col. 7, line 64 - col. 8, line 9); transmitting a control request from the 
given one of the plurality of control devices or from the further one of the plurality of control 
devices to the information processing apparatus over the network, the control request 
including the identification information corresponding to the transmitting control device; and 
referring to the control correspondence table to obtain the identification number 
corresponding to the controlled hardware portion of the information processing apparatus 
that is associated with the identification information corresponding to the transmitting control 
device (Yamanaka, Fig. 6; col. 10, lines 20-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Croy in view of Yamanaka in order to enable the use of multiple control 
devices and a correspondence table. One would be motivated to do so in order to allow for 
different user interfaces for different users. 

The combination of Croy and Yamanaka does explicitly teach the use of sending the 
correspondence table from one apparatus to another. 
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However, Humpleman teaches the method further comprising transmitting the control 
correspondence table from the information processing apparatus to at least another 
information processing apparatus over the network (Humpleman, col. 8, lines 56-63). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the combination of Croy and Yamanaka in view of Humpleman in order 
to enable sending the correspondence table from one apparatus to another. One would be 
motivated to do so in order to enable sending an entire table of associations between devices 
and portions rather than each association individually. 

19. Claims 10, 1 1 and 13-19 do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 1-9 and 
12 and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 
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Response to Arguments 

20. Applicant's arguments filed 17 January 2006 have been fully considered, but they are not 
persuasive for the reasons set forth below. 

21. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Alicia Baturay whose telephone number is (571) 272-3981. The examiner 
can normally be reached at 7:30am - 5pm, Monday - Thursday, and every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Saleh 
Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Alicia Baturay 
March 13,2006 



y^ZSALEH NAJJAR 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




